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and even submitted to gynaecocracy, there must have
been reasons for this unknown to us, which certainly
were not of an economic, but rather of a sexual or
religious nature*
There is nothing more absurd and illogical than to
accept far-fetched explanations of the subjection of
women, since the reasons are palpable and obvious.
The Marxist explanation is particularly inapplicable
to the period in question. In an advanced state of
civilisation, under the strict rule of equitable laws, when
the use of force and physical power is an exception and
no longer the rule, it is possible for women to dominate
over men by economic superiority or even by personal
ability. Even then it is by no means the rule, since the
natural physical and sexual superiority of man takes
effect in spite of all laws and all economics. In primitive
times the domination of women owing to economic
superiority, was simply impossible.
Physical achievements and warlike qualities stand
in high esteem even in our time ; it is by no means un-
common to see them gaining more applause and having
more success than intellectual or economic abilities.
How much more must this have been the case in times
when physical superiority meant everything.
Women owe the equal rights or at least the more
honourable position which they have gradually obtained,
not to any economic cause but, as Grosse rightly says,
to a purely spiritual movement, namely, to the Christian
religion. The Christian doctrine that the immortal soul
living within him, was man's true and lasting self, destined
to eternal life, changed the valuation of the individual.
Woman's real self, her soul, was as priceless as man's;
the Son of God had died on the Cross to redeem it,
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